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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 7/10/08 
has been entered. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 7/10/08 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

The applicant argues on page 10 of the response in essence that: 
The allegedly well known prior art fails to teach the recited claim limitations. 

a. The Official Notice rejection was first made in the non-final rejection on 
9/28/07. According to the MPEP 2144.03, if the applicant does not traverse the 
examiner's assertion of official notice by the next action, the common knowledge 
or well-known in the art statement is taken to be admitted prior art (See MPEP 
2144.03(C)). 

3. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-20 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Application/Control Number: 10/677,011 
Art Unit: 2625 



Page 3 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1-6 and 8-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Frolik '804 in view of Scheidig '565, Cartier '654 and well known prior art. 

Referring to claim 1, Frolik '804 discloses in a printing environment, a method for 
specifying application specific printing requirements for an arbitrary printing device, the 
method comprising: 

providing a printing device having a plurality of default device setting sets (col. 2, 
lines 18-26, printer settings); 

configuring one of the default device setting sets by selectively associating an 
application specific name with one of: 

(i) a standard default setting set; and 

(ii) an application specific default setting (col. 2, lines 3-10, user-selected sets are 
associated with the application or globally associated with the computer system); 

identifying which of the default device setting sets are to be used in rendering a 
particular print job (block 349 of Fig. 6, col. 9, lines 22-34, checks for application specific 
printer settings). 
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Frolik '804 does not disclose expressly storing the plurality of default device 
setting sets in the memory of the printing device. 

Scheidig '565 discloses having a plurality of default device setting sets stored in 
memory of the printing device (col. 3, lines 51-67, 1-2, printer includes control panel 
which stores plurality of setup data sets [see Fig. 2] comprising control data). 

At the time of the invention, it would have obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art to store printer settings in the memory of the printer. The motivation for doing so 
would have been to store data locally to increase retrieval speed and shorten access 
time. 

Frolik '804 does not disclose expressly configuring one of the default device 
setting sets using a pseudo print job. 

Cartier '654 discloses configuring a device setting using a pseudo print job (col. 
8, lines 16-40, a user may modify a printer setting through a PJL command [i.e. a print 
job language command without print job data]). 

At the time of the invention, it would have obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art to configure a printer setting using a PJL command. The motivation for doing so 
would have been to utilize a widely used high level printer language that can query or 
modify the value of certain printer settings. 

Frolik '804 does not disclose expressly rendering the print job without a fully 
compatible printer driver or a printer definition. 

Official Notice is taken that it is well known and obvious at the time of the 
invention to utilize a printer driver that is not fully compatible with the printer or a printer 
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definition (See MPEP 2144.03). The motivation for doing so would have been to utilize 
a generic printer driver/definition so as to not require installing the specific 
driver/definition when a generic one is readily available. Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to combine Scheidig '565, Cartier '654 and well known prior art with Frolik '804 
to obtain the invention as specified in claim 1 . 

Referring to claim 2, Frolik '804 discloses wherein the plurality of default device 
setting sets comprise: 

(i) a factory default setting set; 

(ii) the standard default setting set; and 

(iii) the application specific default setting set (col. 5, lines 6-16, default 
preferences). 

Referring to claim 3, Frolik '804 discloses wherein identifying which of the default 
device setting sets are to be used in rendering a particular print job is performed based 
on a characteristic of the print job (block 349 of Fig. 6., col. 9, lines 22-34, document 
and application specific printer settings). 

Referring to claim 4, Frolik '804 discloses the characteristic is one of: 

(i) a job name; 

(ii) a user name; 

(iii) a document name; 

(iv) an account code; and 

(v) a department code (col. 9, lines 22-34, document specific printer settings). 
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Referring to claim 5, Cartier '654 discloses wherein the pseudo print job includes 
one or more commands that instruct the printing device to change and store in the 
memory of the printing device a setting of the default device setting set being configured 
(col. 8, lines 16-40, a user may modify a printer setting through a PJL command [i.e. a 
print job language command without print job data]). 

Referring to claim 6, Cartier '654 discloses wherein the one or more commands 
comprises a print job language DEFAULT command (col. 8, lines 16-40, PJL command 
modifies the font priority print setting). 

Referring to claim 8, Frolik '804 discloses the application specific default setting 
but does not disclose expressly using a flag to prevent the application specific default 
setting from being changed. 

Official Notice is taken that it is well known and obvious at the time of the 
invention to utilize a flag to prevent information from being changed. The motivation for 
doing so would have been to prevent unintentionally changing information. Therefore it 
would have been obvious to combine well known prior art with Frolik '804 to obtain the 
invention as specified in claim 8. 

Referring to claim 9, Frolik '804 discloses associating an application specific 
name with the application specific default setting to create a named default setting (col. 
2, lines 3-10, user-selected sets are associated with the application); and 

allowing the standard default setting set to be unchanged (col. 7, lines 50-55, 
user need not change the global printer settings). 
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Referring to claim 10, Frolik '804 discloses configuring the print job based on the 
named default setting; and 

modifying the named default setting by a job specific setting (block 343, col. 9, 
lines 14-21 , document specific printer settings). 

Referring to claim 11, Frolik '804 discloses 

A printing device comprising: a plurality of default device setting sets (col. 2, lines 
18-26, printer settings) wherein the default device setting sets are configured by 
selectively associating an application specific name with one of (i) a standard default 
setting set and (ii) an application specific default setting (col. 2, lines 3-10, user-selected 
sets are associated with the application or globally associated with the computer 
system), and wherein one of the default device setting sets is used in rendering a 
particular print job (block 349 of Fig. 6, col. 9, lines 22-34, checks for application specific 
printer settings) 

Frolik '804 does not disclose expressly storing the plurality of default device 
setting sets in the memory of the printing device. 

Scheidig '565 discloses having a plurality of default device setting sets stored in 
memory of the printing device (col. 3, lines 51-67, 1-2, printer includes control panel 
which stores plurality of setup data sets [see Fig. 2] comprising control data). 

At the time of the invention, it would have obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art to store printer settings in the memory of the printer. The motivation for doing so 
would have been to store data locally to increase retrieval speed and shorten access 
time. 
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Frolik '804 does not disclose expressly configuring the default device setting sets 
with an embedded device web page. 

Hawes '436 discloses configuring device settings with an embedded device web 
page (Fig. 4, col. 8, lines 3-30, devices 102, 106 includes services for setting properties 
with a browser). 

At the time of the invention, it would have obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art to configure device settings using an embedded webpage. The motivation for 
doing so would have been to provide a more convenient method for the user to modify 
printer settings. 

Frolik '804 does not disclose expressly rendering the print job without a fully 
compatible printer driver or a printer definition. 

Official Notice is taken that it is well known and obvious at the time of the 
invention to utilize a printer driver that is not fully compatible with the printer or a printer 
definition (See MPEP 2144.03). The motivation for doing so would have been to utilize 
a generic printer driver/definition so as to not require installing the specific 
driver/definition when a generic one is readily available. Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to combine Scheidig '565, Hawes '436 and well known prior art with Frolik '804 
to obtain the invention as specified in claim 11. 

Referring to claim 12, see the rejection of claim 2 above. 

Referring to claim 13, Frolik '804 discloses wherein the print job is one of: 

(i) a fax job; 

(ii) a scan job; 
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(iii) a copy job; and 

(iv) a document management job (col. 2, lines 27-31, document retrieval). 
Referring to claim 14, see the rejection of claim 1 above. 

Referring to claim 15, see the rejection of claim 2 above. 
Referring to claim 16, see the rejection of claim 3 above. 
Referring to claim 17, see the rejection of claim 4 above. 
Referring to claim 18, see the rejection of claim 5 above. 
Referring to claim 19, see the rejection of claim 9 above. 
Referring to claim 20, see the rejection of claim 10 above. 

6. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Frolik 
'804, Scheidig '565, Cartier '654 and well known prior art as applied to claim 1 above, 
and further in view of Taniguchi '707. 

Referring to claim 7, Frolik '804 discloses utilization of the application specific 
default setting, but does not disclose expressly an authentication procedure. 

Taniguchi '707 discloses an authentication procedure (S609 of Fig. 6, col. 7, lines 
21-23, user inputs password). 

At the time of the invention, it would have obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art to perform an authentication procedure. The motivation for doing so would have 
been to allow the user to keep desired information secret. Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to combine Taniguchi '707 with Frolik '804, Scheidig '565, Cartier '654 
and well known prior art to obtain the invention as specified in claim 7. 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Peter K. Huntsinger whose telephone number is 
(571)272-7435. The examiner can normally be reached on 9-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Moore can be reached on (571)-272-7437. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Peter K. Huntsinger/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2625 



/David K Moore/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2625 



